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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 51 -1 32 were cancelled by the amendment filed on 2/1 7/2009. 

2. Claims 1-50 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

4. Claims 1-13 and 27-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

5. Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 based on Supreme Court 
precedent and recent Federal Circuit decisions, a 35 U.S.C § 101 process must 
(1) be tied to a particular machine or (2) transform underlying subject matter 
(such as an article or materials) to a different state or thing. In re Bilski et al, 88 
USPQ 2d 1385 CAFC (2008); Diamond v. Diehr, 450 U.S. 175, 184 (1981); 
Parker v. Flook, 437 U.S. 584, 588 n.9 (1978); Gottschalk v. Benson, 409 U.S. 
63, 70 (1972); Cochrane v. Deener, 94 U.S. 780,787-88 (1876). 

An example of a method claim that would not qualify as a statutory 
process would be a claim that recited purely mental steps. Thus, to qualify as a § 
101 statutory process, the claim should positively recite the particular machine to 
which it is tied, for example by identifying the apparatus that accomplishes the 
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method steps, or positively recite the subject matter that is being transformed, for 
example by identifying the material that is being changed to a different state. 

Here, applicant's method steps are not tied to a particular machine and do 
not perform a transformation. Thus, the claims are non-statutory. 

The mere recitation of the machine in the preamble with an absence of a 
machine in the body of the claim fails to make the claim statutory under 35 USC 
101. Note the Board of Patent Appeals Informative Opinion Ex parte Langemyer 
et al. 

6. Claim 27 is directed to, "A system comprising..." and all the limitations ("means 
for parameterizing," "means for applying," and "means for storing") may 
interpreted and implemented as software alone when read in light of the 
specification. Therefore the claims are directed to functional descriptive material 
that is not embodied on a computer system which is non-statutory. 

7. Claim 40 is directed to, "A machine-readable medium that provides 
instructions..." As provided on pages 25, lines 6-16 of the specification, a 
machine-readable media includes transmission media and acoustic and light 
waves that are generated during radio wave communications. Claims drawn to 
components involving signals encoded with functional descriptive material do not 
fall within any of the categories of statutory subject matter as set forth in 35 
U.S.C. 101, and are therefore, ineligible for protection. 
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8. Claims 28-39 and 41-50 depend from the above rejected claims, do not remedy 
those rejections, and, therefore they are similarly rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

9. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

10. Claims 5-11, 18-24, 31-37, and 45-49 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

1 1 .Claims 5, 18, 31 , and 45 recite, "the customer or the customer class." Both 
limitations lack antecedent basis in the claims. 

1 2. Claims 6-11,1 9-24, 32-37, and 46-49 are rejected due to their dependence on 
the above rejected claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

13. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

14. Claims 1-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Odiaka 
(US Pat. 6,829,347). 

15. As to claim 1, Odiaka discloses a method comprising: 

parameterizing a routing policy (column 6, lines 50-59, policy profile (routing 
policy) contains parameters); and 

applying the parameterized-routing policy to a route (column 6, lines 54-59, 
policy profile with defined parameters is applied to a new trail (route)). 

16. As to claims 14, 27, and 40, they are rejected by a similar rationale to that set 
forth in claim 1's rejection. 

17. As to claims 2, 15, 28, and 41 Odiaka, discloses the routing policy comprises a 
plurality of policy statements (column 6, lines 60-63, editor screen lists various 
parameters which can be selected and configured), and wherein the processor is 
to assign parameters to at least some of the policy statements and is to refrain 
from assigning parameters to at least some other of the policy statements to 
generate the parameterized-routing policy (column 7, lines 1-7, user controls may 
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control parameter assignment; column 7, Table 1 list various parameters 
associated with policy statements; all policy statements need not have 
parameters, see for example "Balancing Mode. ..No-Adjustment"), and wherein 
the processor is to store the assigned parameters in the storage element (column 

6, lines 60-63). 

1 8. As to claims 3, 16, 29, and 42, Odiaka discloses for the routing policy, generating 
at least one parameterized-policy statement having an associated set of 
parameters for one of either a customer or customer class (column 4, lines 42- 
43). 

19. As to claims 4, 17, 30, and 43, Odiaka discloses the routing policy comprises a 
plurality of policy statements, each policy statement having one or more differing 
values associated with one or more customers or customer classes (column 6, 
lines 60-63 and column 7, Table 1), and wherein the processor is to assign 
parameters to the one or more differing values of the policy statements (column 

7, Table 1). 

20. As to claims 5, 18, 31, and 45, Odiaka discloses identifying one or more common 
blocks of policy statements within the policy (column 6, lines 60-63 and column 7, 
Table 1 ; default values read on common blocks); assigning sets of parameters to 
elements of the one or more common blocks (column 7, Table 1 ; "Default 
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Values"); and storing the parameter sets in a parameter table, the table 
associating each set of parameters with either the customer or the customer 
class (column 7, Table 1 ; further column 7, lines 17-26, defines various default 
policies based upon customer needs). 

21 .As to claims 6, 19, 32, and 47, Odiaka discloses parameterizing further 
comprises reusing the common blocks in the parameterized-routing policy 
(column 7, Table 1 and column 7, lines 17-26, i.e. class of service/default 
profiles) 

22. As to claims 7, 20, 33, and 48, Odiaka discloses parameterizing further 
comprises reusing the common blocks in another parameterized-routing policy 
(column 7, Table 1 and column 7, lines 17-26, i.e. class of service/default 
profiles). 

23. As to claims 8, 21 , and 34, Odiaka discloses calling a parameterized policy with 
parameters from the parameter table based on one of either the customer or the 
customer class (column 7, Table 1 and column 7, lines 17-26, i.e. class of 
service profile (customer class)). 

24. As to claims 9, 22, 35, and 49, Odiaka discloses determining at least one of 
whether to accept the route (column 6, lines 60-63). 
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25. As to claims 10, 23, and 36, Odiaka discloses when the route is accepted or 
modified, applying further comprises installing the accepted or the modified route 
(column 6, lines 60-63). 

26. As to claims 11, 24, and 37, Odiaka discloses modifying attributes of the route, 
wherein modifying comprises at least one of changing an attribute (column 6, 
lines 60-63). 

27. As to claims 12, 25, 38, and 50, Odiaka discloses: 

identifying one or more common blocks of policy statements, the common 
blocks being common to more than one routing policy (column 7, lines 9-26 and 
column 7, Table 1 ; default values read on common blocks); 

generating a commonized routing policy from the one or more common 
blocks (column 7, lines 9-26 and column 7, Table 1; default values read on 
common blocks); and 

reusing the commonized routing policy by calling the commonized routing 
policy from within the more than one routing policy which uses the common 
blocks (column 7, lines 9-26 and column 7, Table 1; default values read on 
common blocks; a profile may be reused for different trails (routes)). 
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28. As to claims 13, 26, and 39, Odiaka discloses assigning parameters to at least 
some of the policy statements of the common blocks to parameterize at least 
some policy statements in the common blocks (column 7, lines 9-26 and column 
7, Table 1). 

29. As to claim 44, Odiaka discloses parameterizing comprises assigning parameters 
to the one or more differing values of the policy statements (column 7, Table 1 ). 

Conclusion 

30. For additional prior art made of record and not relied upon but considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure see attached Notice of References Cited, Form 
PTO-892. 

31 .Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas J. Dailey whose telephone number is 
571-270-1246. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday; 
9:00am - 5:00pm. 

32. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on 571-272-3964. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 
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33. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. 

IT. J. D.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2452 

/Dohm Chankong/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2452 



